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SCHLUPP ET AL. 
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Art Unit 



Lan Vinh 



1765 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



n) Lan Vinh . 



(3). 



(2) Jame Parsons . 



(4). 



Date of Interview: 15 March 2004 . 

Type: a)l3 Telephonic b)n Video Conference 

c)n Personal [copy given to: applicant 2)^ applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)n Yes 6)0 No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 10 and 29 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: Lin et al (US 6.057.207), Parat et al (US 6. 194. 784) . 
Agreement with respect to the claims was reached. g)|3 was not reached. h)n N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: A discussion of a proposed after-final amendment and response in which Mr. 
Parson s presented a persuasive argument that a combination of Lin and Parat would have destroyed Lin's process . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY 
FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW, See 
Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 




Examiner's signature, if required 
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- Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP). Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

A complete written statement as to the substance of any face-to-face, video conference, or telephone interview with reaard to »n annlinat!«n * k ^ , ^ • 
apphcation whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the Intervlevi. '"'erview with regard to an application must be made of record in the 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

, - X u Paragraph (b) 

in every instance where reconsideration Is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons nr^^*»nt.H tho .nt - 
warranting favoi^ble action must be filed bythe applicant. An intervl«. does not remove the necessity for reply to cSf^e^^^^^^^ 

All u ■ *u *u r. . ^ ^'' ^ Business to be transacted in writing. 

^Examiners must complete an Interview Summary Form for each Interview held where a matter of substance has been discussed durinn th« 
interview by checking the appropriate boxes and filling In the blanks. Discussions regarding only procedural matters dS^sdle^^^^^^^^ 
requirements for which interview recordation is otherwise provided for in Section 81Z01 of the ManS SSxaS^^^ or S^a 

suLlTl'^r T'^ °' unreadable script In Office actions or the like, are excluded from the Interview r^ordaSnpred^r^^^^^ WhTre the 
substance of an interview is completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary RecordTs Sed 

circumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the Interview rather than with the next of^circoScJ?lor. 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of Interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

. - Name of partlclpant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc ) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

" f'tJJnhmf J'l^f'^ T agreement was reached and if so. a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

<.hnniH hp nLn^f ^^'^ *^^V*^^u''^l'^J''^' '^'^'"'^ ^PP''^^"* ^'^ obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case It 

A°hri!^ H ^"^ P;°P^7.f °fdatlon of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items- 
1 A brief descnption of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted appucaoie items. 

2) an Identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

tn^lt'Tst"^^^^^^^^^ ^ ^""^'-'^^ 1'^- are already described on the 

5) a brief Identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

Luir^H fh! "ot be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is not 

required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of the principal araumenfs madrto the 
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the appHcant ma? S to SSz^and fu lJ 

6> a oene^'n^^r 7'""^^ "^^^ °^ ^^^^ °^ P*^^"^^'^^ »° the examiner.) ^ '""^ 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and 

{he exaEer °' ""'"""^ °^ ""'^^ ^^'^^'^^ ^^"^ ♦''^ '"t«^'«w Summary Form completed by 

accurate. t^hrxSrwSrapSrS^^^^^^^^^ 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 
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